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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Komei. 



Komei discloses a delivered article storage control system (title) with a reader 
means (as best seen in fig 3A, on sheet 3 of 9) for reading a trader identifier 
(identification card, as recited in claim 1 ), it would be inherent that they are decided 
beforehand as they have numbers associated with their names, operation keys (input 
keyboard 6), an electric lock (not specifically mentioned, however, the locker is shown 
as being opened remotely in col 2, lines 45-50 in response to an electronic signal 
thereby meeting the limitations as claimed), a sensor for detecting articles (15A), a 
central control unit (A) that communicates with the control center (R2, as best seen in 

figi). 

Komei does not, however, teach who supplies the identifier or who delivers the 
articles. 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the trader, who would 
deliver the package, to supply the identifier as the trader would be the person who uses 
the identifier. 
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Claims 2-4, as best understood, and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Komei. 

Komei discloses a locker system as discussed above. 

As to claim 2, Komei does not, however, teach comparing expected price with 
the price the deliverer is trying to accept. Further, it is very well known in the art for the 
provider of an article to decide on the value and/or price of the article. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the provider to decide the 
price as the provider is the one selling the article. Further, to limit the value of articles 
accepted so as to limit the liability that could be entailed by the theft, loss or damage to 
a too high priced article. 

. Komei does teach a receipt provider (col 5, lines 15-18). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a means for checking prices to 
ensure against fraud. 

As to claim 3 t Komei does not discuss payment options. Cash On Delivery 
(C.O.D.) mailings are very well known in the art and therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow for C.O.D. mailings to make the system 
more versatile. 

As to claim 4, it is very well known in the art for there to be remote payment 
locations for utilities (such as at banks or supermarkets) and therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system as disclosed by 
Komei by making it available for remote payments to utility companies via the apartment 
owner to ease such payments. Further, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art to settle payment with the owner of the building as they are responsible 
for the building. Further, bar code readers are very well known in the art and therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use a bar code reader to 
ensure accuracy. 

As to claim 5, Komei does not discuss payment options or shopping over the 
Internet. Using a computer to shop online is very well known in the art and 'Cash On 
Delivery 1 (C.O.D.) mailings are very well known in the art and therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow for C.O.D. mailings to make the 
system more versatile. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed 3/30/05, with respect to rejections under 35 USC 112 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection of claims 1-5 under 35 
USC 112 has been withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection under art filed 3/30/05 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. The actual person delivering goods is 
not considered to be patentably distinct. As to arguments in relation to claim 2, this 
limitation is considered by the examiner to be an obvious variant, thus requiring the 
rejection under 35 USC 103 instead of 35 USC 102. As to claim 3, Cash On Delivery 
items are not given to the recipient until payment has been made, as is discussed in the 
above rejection. As to claim 4, the examiner did not address the bar code reader in the 
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previous rejection. This deficiency has been corrected. As to claim 5, as the locker uses 
a computer and computer shopping is very well known in the art the examiner stands by 
this rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J Fisher whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6804. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30am-5:00pm alt Fri. off. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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